
 

 

Rebuttal to reviewer’s comments 

The only comments made by the reviewer that needed attention are editorial as per the marked up 

manuscript and information supplied from the Indico website, both of which are attached. 

All editorial comments made by the reviewer as indicated in the marked up manuscript  has been 

implemented in the revised manuscript. 

 

Sincerely  

Dr Kessie Govender. 

 

Referee: To be corrected 

submitted on Thu 14 May 2020 at 09:04 

Comments 

1. Please address reviewer comments on manuscript pdf. 

2. Please ensure that manuscript complies with SAIP Conference Proceedings layout style. 

(Refer to Guidelines and Templates link on Indico). 

3. Deadline: 1 June 2020. 

Answers 

Does the article that you are being asked to review match your expertise? (On scale, + for yes or 

agree): Neutral 

Are there any potential conflicts of interest if you review this article? (+3 for yes / -3 for no): 

Neutral 

A1 Scientific merit: Is the work scientifically rigorous and accurate? Is it appropriate for the 

proceedings?: Neutral 

A2 Clarity: Are the ideas in the paper communicated clearly and legibly?: Neutral 

A3 Context: Is there sufficient discussion of the background for this work and suitable 

referencing?: Neutral 

B1 Originality: Is the work relevant and novel?: Neutral 

B2 Motivation: Does the problem considered have a sound motivation? All papers should 

clearly demonstrate the scientific interest of the results: Neutral 

C1 Title: Is it adequate and appropriate for the content of the article?: Neutral 

C2 Abstract: Does it contain the essential information of the article? Is it complete?: Neutral 

C3 Diagrams, figures, tables and captions: Are they essential and clear?: Neutral 

C4 Text and mathematics: Are they brief but still clear? If you recommend shortening, please 

suggest (below at comments) what should be omitted: Neutral 

C5 Conclusion: Does the paper contain a carefully written conclusion, summarising what has 

been learned and why it is interesting and useful?: Neutral 

C6 References: Are the references in the correct format? Are all references mentioned in the 

text and cited chronologically?: Neutral 

Content: To be corrected 

submitted on Mon 10 Feb 2020 at 14:14 



Comments 

The paper describes the setup and some results of a magneto-optical trap for laser cooling of 

rubidium atoms. The setup as described seems sound, but I don't see any original research. If 

what is required is a good description of a scientific experimental system to investigate 

interesting physics, then this paper achieves that. There are a number of corrections that need to 

be done before this paper is published. I do not see where my corrections should be submitted; I 

can send by email. 

Criteria Evaluation 

Does the article that you are being asked to review match your expertise? (On scale, + for yes or 

agree): Strongly Disagree 

Are there any potential conflicts of interest if you review this article? (+3 for yes / -3 for no): 

Strongly Disagree 

A1 Scientific merit: Is the work scientifically rigorous and accurate? Is it appropriate for the 

proceedings?: Agree 

A2 Clarity: Are the ideas in the paper communicated clearly and legibly?: Agree 

A3 Context: Is there sufficient discussion of the background for this work and suitable 

referencing?: Weakly Agree 

B1 Originality: Is the work relevant and novel?: Neutral 

B2 Motivation: Does the problem considered have a sound motivation? All papers should clearly 

demonstrate the scientific interest of the results: Agree 

C1 Title: Is it adequate and appropriate for the content of the article?: Strongly Agree 

C2 Abstract: Does it contain the essential information of the article? Is it complete?: Strongly 

Agree 

C3 Diagrams, figures, tables and captions: Are they essential and clear?: Agree 

C4 Text and mathematics: Are they brief but still clear? If you recommend shortening, please 

suggest (below at comments) what should be omitted: Agree 

C5 Conclusion: Does the paper contain a carefully written conclusion, summarising what has 

been learned and why it is interesting and useful?: Weakly Agree 

C6 References: Are the references in the correct format? Are all references mentioned in the text 

and cited chronologically?: Strongly Agree 
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